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gone home, and the applause died away, the
United States scrapped her new ships and be-
gan to spend large sums for repairs and mod-
ernization of the old ones. (See also LIMITA-
TION OF ARMAMENTS ; NAVAL DISARMAMENT.)

States in the invitations, of extending the
provisions of the Washington treaty to cover
cruisers, destroyers, submarines and other
classes of ships not limited by the first confer-
ence. The American delegation proposed a

Five years passed, the tonnage in capital
ships preserved the ratio, and although the
United States was behind on aircraft carriers
all powers were within the agreed limitations
for vessels of that type, but in cruisers and
fleet submarines the 5:5:3 ratio had become
2.16:5.00:2.73 for the United States, Britain,

new treaty, to supplement the Washington
treaty, in accordance with the 5:5:3 ratio
limiting naval vessels by total tonnage by
classes, in cruiser class, destroyer class, sub-
marine class and providing an exempt class
(gunboats, auxiliaries, etc.). The British pro-
posals were extensive and technical, but all

United States Navy: Upper, Aircraft Carriers, 5. 5. Saratoga and S. S. Lexington. Lower,
Aircraft Carrier UJ5JS. Card sets destruction record.

and Japan. In fleet submarines the disparity
was greater, the ratio being 1.36:5.00:4.37.
The United States called another conference
early in 1927, inviting Great Britain, Japan,
France and Italy, as before. France and Italy
declined, but delegates representing the other
three powers met in Geneva in June, 1927,
for the purpose, as expressed by the United

tended towards increasing the potential value
of the large British fleet of fast merchantmen.
The Japanese proposals gave Japan superior-
ity over the United States in both these
classes. The United States would, however,
have remained superior in destroyers.

The American press reaction to the British
and Japanese proposals was a great shock